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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

Faculty Minutes

1961-62

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEd MEXICO

April 30, 1962

To:

From:

All Members of the Faculty
John N. Durrie, Secretary

Subject:

Date of May Faculty Meeting

It has been necessary to postpone the May faculty meeting
until Tuesday, May 15th, at 4:00 p.m.
mailed in advance of that date.

An agenda will be
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
May 7, 1962

To:

From:

All Members of the Faculty
John N. Durrie, secretary

Subject:

Agenda for May Faculty Meeting

As previously announced, the next meeting of the Faculty will be held
on Tuesday, May 15th, in Mitchell Hall 101, at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda will include the following items:
. .~ I

1.

Election of a faculty representative to serve as an
ex officio member of the board of directors of the
UNM Alumni Association.

2.

Proposed revision of the Appointment and Promotional
Policy -- Professor Hill for the Policy committee.
(Statement attached.)

3.

Recommendation by the Athletic council that the
University of New Mexico adopt the western Athletic
Conference eligibility rules -- Professor Daub.
(Statement attached.)

4·

Report of the Retirement and Insu~ance committee
Professor Duncan.
(A request from the committee is
attached.)

149
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

,,...

Faculty Meeting
May 15, 1962

' . • J ...

(Summarized Minutes)
The May 15, 1962, meeting of the University Faculty was called to
order by President Popejoy at 4:05 p.m. with a quorum present.
Professor St. Onge was elected faculty representative , to serve as
an ex officio member of the board of directors of the UNM Alumni
Association.
Professor Hill, on behalf of the Policy Committee, recommended a
revision of the University's Appointment and Promotional Policy. He
explained that one change had been necessitated through the dropping
of the Architectural Engineering curriculum and the subsequent transfer of the Department of Architecture to the College of Fine Arts.
The second change, he said, was an amplification of the earlier
brief statement of the College of Education regarding the criteria
for appointment and promotion to the junior ranks. This revision
was approved by the Faculty.
Professor Daub, on behalf of the Athletic council, proposed the
adoption of the new western Athletic conference eligibility rules,
Pointing out that they had been approved by the Policy Committee and
the Administrative Committee. President Popejoy also spoke to the
proposal, and there was considerable general discussion. A motion
that Rule 4 be amende d to require, in addition, that a student may
not be on probation was defeated and the Faculty then approved the
Ori g1.na1
'
'
proposal. '
Reporting for the c 0rnmittee on Retirement and Insurance, Professor
R. M. Duncan said that the following matters had been considered by
~he Committee during the past year:
(1) increased group casualty
~nsurance; (2) a review of our major medical health program; (3) an
increase in the amounts of group life insurance; (4 ) insurance
against loss of income· and (5) tax-sheltered annuities. He asked
a11 Persons interested' in additional personal accident insurance to
Commun·1.cate with
.
·
him as soon as possible.
'I'he meet 1· ng adjourned at 5: 17 p.m.

John N. ourrie, secretary

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
May 15, 1962

The May 15, 1962 meeting of the University Faculty
was called to order by President Popejoy at 4:05 p.m. with
a quorum present.
PRESIDENT POPEJOY I believe all of you have received
a copy of the agenda. The first item is the election of a
faculty representative to serve as an ex officio member of
the board of directors of the UNM Alumni Association.
I
believe we have received a request from the Alumni office
for this nomination and election on the basis oft e
constitution which has recently been approved by the Alumni
Board and by the Regents of the University. Dr. Hill.
PROFESSOR HILL

Election of
faculty representative
to Alumni
Ass'n board
of directors

I would like to nominate Professor St.

Onge.
PROFESSOR REID
President.
MEMBER

POPEJOY

I move nominations be closed, Mr.

Second.
Is Professor St. Onge here to protect himself?

PROFESSOR ST. ONGE

I have no objection.

POPEJOY

All in favor, "aye."

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Opposed, "no."

(No response.)

Motion carried.

The next item on the agenda is the proposed revision of
the Appointment and Promotional Policy, to be presented by
Professor Hill.

Revision of
Appointment
and Pro
tional Policy
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PROFESSOR HILL There are two changes I would like to
make in the statement which you have. On page 3, under
College of Fine Arts, Proposed Statement. "The following
is considered evidence of professional attainment and competence:" And the next sentence should read, "In the
fields of history of art, history of architecture, history
of music." and so on. Also in the first line of the last
paragraph, the word "field should be "fields." These
three changes were pointed out to the Committee and approved.
11

The College of Education wishes to put themselves more
in line with the general statements rather than this brief
one . The changes in Engineering and Fine Arts were triggered
by the fact that the architecture was transferred from
Engineering to Fine Arts.
I would like to move the approval of these statements
as amended and, if there are any questions you would like
to ask, there are representatives of the three colleges here
WhQ will defend these statements.
POPEJOY
MEMBER

Any questions?
Is there a second?

PROFESSOR NORMAN
POPEJOY
NORMAN
POPEJOY

I second.

Did you have a question, Professor Norman?
No.

I said, "I second. "

Any questions?

Dean Wynn.

PROFESSOR WYNN I would like to have a little explanation
of the reason for the changes requested by the College of
Education, not because I am a believer that a Doctor ~f
Phil
.
YV' to anything
osophy degree is essential and necessa~~
th' k
ana everything' but the proposed requirement does, I
in ,
go so far as to mention a Bachelor's degree as the deg~e:
Wthhich might qualify a person, I presume, to be promott~
o
e h·
ome
explana
ion
or . ig~e~t rank.
I would like to hear 5
Justification of the change.
here from the College
.
POPEJOY Is there a representative
Of Education? Is Dean Travelstead here?
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PROFESSOR DRUMMOND There are a number of us here.
don't know that I should speak, but I will do so. Professor Runge is here.
POPEJOY

I

Go ahead, Professor Drummond.

DRUMMOND I see no reason for us to defend this any
more than the Bachelor's in Engineering or the Bachelor's
in Architecture, which are on page 2, or no degree at all
in certain fields in the College of Fine Arts. At the
same time, we do have at the present time, I believe, only
one person in the College -- is this right? -- I believe
one person in the college without a degree. This happens
to be a person who is nationally known as a specialist in
creative dance, and it is to take care of this kind of
possibility that I believe this statement was suggested.
It brings it in line with the statements, I believe, in the
other colleges, such as the College of Arts and Science.
PROFESSOR SWIHART This is not intended as an argument at all, either way, but the Bacherlor's in Engineering,
I believe, is being deleted as a consideration under the
proposed statement.
DRUMMOND

I guess that's right.

HILL I might elaborate. This discussion applied only
to the junior ranks; that is, the full context of thi~
promotion policy indicates that this was only the junior
ranks, not senior ranks.
had.

wYNN

I

POPEJOY
MEMBER
"
POPEJOY
aye. 11
FACULTY

think that answers any question I might have

Are you ready to vote?
Question.
All in favor of the motion, indicate by saying

Aye.

POPEJOY Opposed? (No response.) Motion carried . .
d
recommendation
next is the third item on your agen a, a
.
by the Athletic Council that the University of New M~xico
adopt the Western Athletic Conference eligibility rues.
ls p
rofessor Daub here?
The

western
Athletic
conference
eligibility
rules
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PROFESSOR DAUB In a memorandum which was sent out on May
7th, along with the Agenda for this meeting, you were told
that the University will become a member of the new Western
Athletic Conference this coming July. For the past year,
representatives of the six institutions involved have been
meeting in an attempt to devise a code which would be acceptable to the six institutions. Now, for the most part,
this code is very much like the code of the present Skylin
Conference, but a change was made in eligibility regulation
regarding scolastic eligibility for participation on an
intercollegiate team. The Skyline Conference had a regulation that, as long as a student passed a certain number of
hours within the past year with a c average, he would be
eligible to compete. It forgave any past sins from the year
previous to that. whereas the new Conference is attempting
to set up a set of regulations which are cumulative -- that
is, the student's record his first year will still count in
determining whether he is eligible in his third year of
participation and so a scale has been set up, or suggested.
A student is supposed to pass so many hours -- accumulate
so many hours -- of passing work semester after semester
and is supposed to get a grade point average of a certain
minimum value. This approaches a C average by the time he
reaches 120 hours for graduation. To many of you, prob bly
the table that was in these notes I sent to you might seem
a little low. These are actually in line, for the most part,
with our present regulations at the University re~ardi~g
probation regulations in that a student in the University
College, at the end of the first year, with a 1.4 average
passed on the 4. system. In this code he must have 1.5 at
~he end of his first year, and at the end of hi~ 4th se~ester
in the University College must have 1.7. In this code it
turns out that a student athlete -- or let's just talk about
~tudents here. A student who does get 1.5 the first year,
lf he is to get 1. 7 must do C or very close to C work to
get a 1.5 up to 1.7, and if he is to get 1.7 up to 1 • 85 by
the end of the third year in school, he must d~ C wo:k
du:ing that third year in school. What es~entially,is
being done is that a student is being forgiven, let 5 say,
a certain amount of what we would call barely passi~g work
of D quality provided he does maintain a C average in the
second and third year in school.
t to you are only a
.
Th ese regulations which
I have sen
.
Part f
h
ly part that pertains
to
o the regulations, but t e o~ .
.
in intercollegiat
s~olastic requirements for participation
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athletics and also, for instance, receive a grant-in-aid
from the institution. The rules in their entirety were
submitted to the Policy Committee a month and a half ago
or so (March 22nd) and they approved the regulations with
the understanding that the University representativeto
the Conference would attempt to improve or raise this
standard.
You will notice on the chart sent to you that if
a student continues for a fifth year he has some eligibility remaining as long as he had a grade point average
of 1.85 at the end of the 8th semester. The Policy
Conunittee suggested we try to get the Conference to adopt
a 1. 92 average at the end of the 8th semester, which would
mean that the student would be getting a C average in
school during his 7th and 8th semesters to bring a 1.85
average up to 1.92. That would be pretty much in line
with the student who had been able to get through the
institution starting out with 1.5 for the first year.
I have already written the Commissioner to place this
on the agenda for the next meeting of the Conference·
In essence it means that a student eligible to remain
in school as a student and meet minimum standards will
be able to represent the University on a varsity athletic
team. This is different from the present rule, which
states that he must have a grade point average, overall,
of C in all work taken at the University of New Mexico.
:he gimmick in the present regulation at this institut~on,
if the student does not have a c average and his case is
brought before a meeting of the Athletic Council, they may
Waive the C regulation rule for the student and allow him
to participate even though he doesn't have a C average •
. I move the adoption of these regulations by the
University of New Mexico, and I would be happy to an~wer
any questions that might arise. I believe that President
Popejoy also has a few words that he would like to say.
DEAN COUNTRYMAN Aren't they lower than the ones we
enforce now -- at least after the 5th semester?
DAUB No. If a student has a 1.7 at the end of.four
;~rnesters' in order to get to a 1. 85 by the end of his
lfth semester -- let • s say he has 1. 7 · • ·
COUNTRYMAN Can he stay in this University with a
l . 7 average under our present standards?
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DAUB

Yes.

COUNTRYMAN And it's true on all the rest, that these
men can stay at t e end of the 8th semester with a 1.85
average?
POPEJOY I think this ought to be explained in this
way, Dean Countryman. A student attending a degree granting
college has to have a certain number of hours of c -- I
believe 30, the last 30 hours.
MEMBER

The last 26.

POPEJOY Yes. The last 26 hours has to be C or better
to be admitted to a degree granting college. It is possible
under this rule, if he has 26 hours of C, then his previous
record may be under c -- he may have a grade point average
of 1.18, something of this nature, and still be in good
standing in any degree granting college of tne University.
COUNTRYMAN
POPEJOY

Would this make any change in that standard?

No.

COUNTRYMAN

So if he did not have 26 hours of C...

PROFESSOR HUBER Point of order. I would like to second
the motion to make all this discussion legal.
POPEJOY (Interrupting Professor Vernon who bad started
to comment) I wonder if you would mind, Professor Vernon?
1
I Will make a few conunents and get out of the Chair·
want to be officially out now, if it meets with your approval,
but I can speak better here than down there. I think I will
try to give you some points, possibly more in detail or
Pos~ibly not mentioned by Professor Daub, by saying that the
Policy we had in the past was the result of a year-long
~Olicy study. We had in existence at that time a No~th
aentral Assoc:ia tion rule, which stayed in existence Just
bout through 1952 which provided that athletes should be
treated the same a~ all other students on campus in the
9raa
.
.
· ·b · 1 ·t
e point
average determination
of eligi
i i Y· The
~PPosition to this particular rule of the North Ce~tral.
t:soc:iation was so intense on the part of institutions in
A e Big Ten that it was removed from the North ~e~t~al
ssociation rules and the authority and responsibility for

..
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the formulation o f r ules passed to the National Collegiate
Athletic Association, with separate conferences making
rules for the di f ferent institutions belong to each
conference. Even so, the Uni ver si ty has gone along with
the C average rule s i nce 1952 with the provision that
students eligible under Skyline Conference rules but
still not having a C average could go to the Athletic
Council and ask for a waiver. I think you will find, as
a matter of exper i ence that the Athletic Council, made up
of faculty people entirely, has had a tendency to waive
students who are not on probation in the University -that is, in good standing and making progress toward
their goals i n t h e University College. This has been
the general practice .
In line with t h e policy which we have established
at the University at the admini strative level, with the
Regents' approval and t he Ath letic Counci l's approval, we
have decided to join a group of institutions in the mountain
area with somewhat similar educational aims, with somewhat
similar enthusiasm for athletics, to the end that it may
have a chance to be self-sustaining saneday and with the
thought that we could move into this Conference ao::l frame
certain rules in line with other institutions.
I want to say to you that there is, besides a group
of athletic directors known as the Athletic Di rectors'
Council, also a faculty council of the Conference.mad~
up of faculty representatives from the d i fferent institutions -- our representative being Professor Daub -and there is also a Presidents' Council which heads t he
Conference. As I was saying to someone this morning,
Practically every conference in the United States, ath letic conference has in it now a Presidents' council
Which is
· the sup r' eme policy
.
.
b o dY of the conference.
making
Most of the time recommendations cane from faculty represen~atives for c h anges in eligibility rules, but the
National Collegiate Athletic Association and the North
Central accredit i ng agency put the finger right on the
President of the uni versity for enforcement of rules.and
st
· k · t · s fair to
andards of conduct in athletics. I thin i i
say th
.
.
h ven' t read t he
at if you don ' t believe this you a
.
Papers recently regarding the troubles institutions encounter, with the president in the middle trying to
answer accusations made and suggesting whatever ch anges
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might be started.
The Presidents' Council of the new Conference to which
reference has been made has worked hard on these rules as
well as the faculty representative, and I want to say to
you that the policy which brings into view a cumulative
grade point average is t he first one of this kind in the
mountain area and is a victory for the University of New
Mexico. It was proposed by this institution, by the
President and your faculty representative in order that
the Conference rules would fall into line reasonably well
with our own probation rules which we have at the present
time.
As Professor Daub pointed out, the Conference rules
are actually slightly higher than ours for the first two
semesters; in the second year they are the same; in the
third year they would appear to fall slightly below our
own except, as I pointed out to you -- and Professor Huber
I think verified this -- we actually have students in
degree granting colleges with less than a C average an::i in
good standing. This is possible because of the rules adopted
when we brought the University College into being. We were
able, on a compromise basis, to improve some of the facets
0 ~ this cumulative average rule by coming up to 1.5 for the
first two semester , which is about our own standard for
probation, in order to secure better results in later
semesters.
It is my judgment that the conference rules, if ado~ted,
are a great step forward for the Conference i~sel~- It is
also my judgment that the Conference itself will improve
these rules as the years go by. We patterned our own
.
Policies along the line of the conference rules of th~ Big
Ten and for a number of years they have had a cumulative
grade point average for the participation of athletes and
they t
·
ents -- if you have
' oo, recently raised these requirern
read an article which appeared in Saturday Review • . Th~
reconunendation comes to you, as Professor Daub ha~ indi- .
catea, on the basis of the findings of the Athletic council,
:=,he Policy Committee of the University, which made the. study
in 1952, and of the Administrative committee of t~e Un~Versity
W
k.
t do this -- to consider 1 t,
at 1
•
e are as ing you o
.
· 1 did not have
east -- not because the Athletic Counci
the
.
b
use the charter
authority to make these changes, eca
of the Council itself, as approved by the faculty, leaves
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to the Athletic Council policy making for the athletic
program, but it was our judgment that, since the faculty
passed these regulations in 1952, we should bring it back
to you for your consideration.
I will stay up here for questions based on the knowledge I may possess as a result of my participation in t e
Presidents' Council at the Conference level. As soon as
you have relieved me of the responsibility of answering
any questions, then I shall give up the chair. Professo r
Dickey?
PROFESSOR DICKEY

Who are the other members?

POPEJOY The universities of the States of Arizona,
Utah, Wyoming and New Mexico, Arizona State at Tempe, and
Brigham Young.
PROFESSOR VERNON Mr. President, I am quite bothered
~y the 1. 7 and 1. 85 for the last four semesters because,
in the usual case, that is not normal progress toward a
degree. I am quite bothered that we may end up with a
whole batch of four-year football players unable to get
degrees, as these rules read now, because they will come
into the fourth year competition with 1. 85 and they are
going to have to get substantially above 2. in order to
get a degree.
POPEJOY No, there is only one college in the University requiring a cumulative 2. for 124 hour~. You can
graduate from other degree granting colleges without a C
~verage as long as you fulfill the quantitative and qualitative requirements after you are admitted to the degree
granting college.
VERNON Isn't it normal for a student to have a 2 •
average to obtain a degree?
POPEJOY This was the rule for a number of years:
eu~ -- how many years as the University College been i:n
X1stence? F.
?
The normal rule here, I say,
1.ve years.
d ree
colleges but one you may be admitted to a eg
grfanting institution' -- well, all -- if you have 26 hb~ue~:s
O
C
Th·
D and F in ot er su J
a
·
1. s means you could have
. d
.
nd be admitted
In one college you were require , in
order to gradua~e to have 124 hours of c. In the other
co11 eges, you are , required __ I am rather deep here, now.
b

an

1 ~'
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Professor Huber, what are the averages required in other
colleges for work , after you get in?
HUBER The one to wn ich you have reference requires
an overall swlarship index of 2. 0 to graduate. This
includes even h ours transferred in from other institut i ons
which does not comply, really, with some of the other
general academic requirements. The undergraduate degree
granting colleges follow the recommendation of the tidal
wave report, whi ch provides that if t he student maintains
a C average on all work taken subsequent to transfer to
the degree granti ng college and completes 124 consecutive
hours of C verage , no matter how many total hours he might
have attempted, he will receive the degree on the basis of
those last 124 hours. I might add that according to statistical studies done by the college to date, normal progress
toward a degree is not 4 years. 15% of the '57 class took
their degrees in four years. There was a transfer of 42%
of that class to degree granting colleges. I believe that
normal progress toward a degree, as distinguished from
theory, amounts to five or more years.
POPEJOY One other point I would like to mention while
I am thinking of it -- hold your question, if you will, .
Professor Vernon __ I don't believe Professor Daub mentioned
this. Under the new conference rules a student on probation
in the University would be ineligible to participate in
athletics.
SWIHART Is it possible to be on probation and still
participate in athletics?
DAUB Well, there could be a number of people on probation. For example, a student enters the University andd
gets a C average the first year and a C average the secon
Year. Then he goes into the Arts and Sciences College a~d
~tubs his toe t h e first semester and gets a D~ say. He is
:lllrnediately put on probation but his grade point.average
~~ Well over 1.9 so the probation does~'t ~nter 1 ~· W~
111 have students on probation participating on inter
collegiate teams.
PROFESSOR OLIVER It says here at the start that he
must be a regularly enrolled student for at least 12 semester
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hours when he is -- as I take this -- playing, like football . Then is there no requirement that he also register
for the spring semester.
POPEJOY Yes, he has to have hours between seasons to
continue. How many would that be, Professor Daub?
DAUB Well, if he went to school the first semester,
let's say, and took 12 hours' work and -- rather, let's
say the third semester he took 12 hours and competed in
football, then he didn't enter school in the spring, he
would be automatically ineligible in the fall. One of
the requirements not down here is that he must have had
another semester in residence between seasons, which means
he was here for the spring semester .
VERNON

Oh.

These are not the complete rules?

DAUB I would have to have given you 13 pages of
material and you would have been angrier with me than you
are now, probably. A student cannot drop out of school
in the spring semester and compete again in the fall. He
would have to go to school in the fall and the following
spring, then he could compete the next fall.
OLIVER

Is that 12 hours in the spring also?

DAUB He is to maintain, be carrying, at least a load
of 12 hours all of the time. If he drops below 12 hours,
he is automatically ineligible to compete, also ineligible
for a grant-in-aid.
POPEJOY

And he has to pass the twelve hours.

WYNN If he withdraws in the spring semester, can he
come back and play as a junior?
DAUB No
If he is not a student in residence in the
spring semest;r of his sophomore year and not earned 12
hours that semester he can't possibly compete the next h'
fall
'
.
. h
__ not a scolar s ip
· There is a regulation not in ere
regulation -- which states that in between seasons of
d t
Participation a student must be a regularly enrolled ~tu e~e
at th
.
hool in the spring,
e University. If he is not in sc

•'

f ."'' '
\
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can't possibly be eligible in the fall. I might say there
is one regulation which would make an exception to this.
There is a hardship regulation which has not been defined.
We had it in the Skyline Conference. If a student is in
no trouble at all, say -- he plays football in the fall of
his junior year and then starts the spring semester and is
called home by the death of a parent and has to drop out
from school for some reason such as this, then he can
appeal to the Conference to allow participation the following fall. This would be the only exception to that rule.
POPEJOY
conferences.

It is also a rule in practically all the major
Dean Wynn?

WYNN I find what I think are two mistakes in the
document -- it may be only typographical error. In Rule 1
in the first sentence of the regulations put out with the
agenda, it says: "He must be a bona fide student regularly
enrolled for at least twelve (12) semester or quarter hours
in the institution." Then at the top of the next page, under
1.5, it is said to apply "at the end of two quarters or one
semester with a minimum of 22 quarter hours or 10 semester
hours of credit.
It would appear that the student would
be allowed to base his grade point average on 10 of the 12
ours of Rule 1. Is this true?
11

DAUB No, Dean Wynn. Assume this student failed a 2
nour course. That would mean he passed 10 semester hours
ana failed 2 semester hours, so he only passed 10 but his
overall grade point average would be based on all work done.

'WYNN

It would be based on the 12 hours?

DAUB Oh, yes. He must have a 1.5 average with at
.east having passed 10 hours. He could have failed 2 hours
if he was carrying 12.

1

'WYNN What I don't understand is why it is changed
from 12 in Rule 1 to 10 here·
is that a freshDAUB The present Skyline regulation and 10 hours the
man rnus t pass 10 hours the first semester
second semester with a C average.
t.nn.-~

··~~~

Oh, not only have a C average

but a passing grade .•.
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DAUB No, a C average in 10 hours, The present Skyline
rule, when it was first drawn up, had 12 there instead of
10 and at a meeting in February, a representative from one
of the ins ti tut ions asked to lower that from 12 to 10 to
give the freslunan a break, so to speak, that he only had
to pass 10 in line with the present Skyline policy. I
voted against that motion, but everybody else voted for
it and that's why a freshman student, if he is carrying,
say, 14 hours his freshman year. and failed 4 but with
at
failure averaged with the 10 passed he still has 1.5, he is
alright.
WYNN

So the requirement is 1.5 on the 12 hours.

DAUB On all hours attempted. If it's 16, he must
have 1.5 on all hours. If he failed 6 of them, he must
have done considerably better than C in the rest of them
to get 1.5. These grade point averages given here are based
not on all hours the student passed, but all hours attempted.
The grade point average will be on all hours passed provided
he never fails a course, but if he fails a course then that
failure is taken into account in the average.
VERNON
second .•.

I want to ask about failure.

This rule on the

DAUB I know what you want to ask me. The Universi~y
of Arizona, Arizona State University and BYU have rules in
their catalogs that if a student gets Fin a course he.may
retake it. If he retakes it and passes it, the F received
~arlier no longer counts in his academic average at that
institution. We don't have such a rule here but we have
three schools that already have a rule like this· They
Would, of course like to see this as part of the Conference
regulations, the~efore, a compromise was made in that only
a course in which a student got F during his fres~an or
sophomore years could be put in this category .. Thi~ would
have no bearing on student standing in this University. If
We had a student who failed 6 hours his freshman year and
~Ook those 6 hours again in his sopho~ore. year and. passed,
ur Registrar silill has got those F's in his academic
av~rage and if he falls below the retention s~andar~ for .
University College, he is out of school, but if, .stil~ with
those F's, he is above retention standard for U~iv~rsity
College, then he can be allowed to participate in inter-
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collegiate athletics. I voted against that rule, too, but
again you have got to give a little and take a little.
VERNON The language of that is very puzzling, "Grades
of E or F (failing grades) received during the freshman or
sophomore years will not be computed in grade-point averages
at such time as the courses are repeated and credit earned
in those courses.
11

DAUB

What is puzzling?

VERNON I can't make sense of it. Suppose in the
spring semester he gets a flock of F's and he comes back
in the fall.
Does the mere fact that he re-enrolled entitle
him to •.••
DAUB

Oh, no.

POPEJOY

Repeated and credit earned.

He would have to pass them.

DAUB He would have to go through the whole semester .
Suppose he failed English I; he takes English I over again
and passes it with a c, then the previous F he had in English
I wouldn't count in this grade point average mentioned here
but it would still count in his overall academic average at
this institution and if the F throws him out of school,
there is no way on earth he could compete. The thing you
~ant to remember about these regulations is that these are
in no way telling the University what its retention standards
should be to allow students to stay in school, but as long
as the student is in school and meets these requirements, this
Will allow him to play in athletic contests against some other
team.
.
PROFESSOR STEGER I get the impression that the other
~nstitutions prefer to have more lax standards than this
institution has. Am I correct in this? Are we in the
.
PQsition of trying to pull those others up to where we think
they should be?
.
DAUB Well, I have tried to do this a few times and the
~nstitutions in this new conference are -- well 4 of us are
rom the old Skyline. A year or so I asked them to adopt a
rrogram, a grade point average standard, where a student by
he end of his 6th semester must have a 2.0 overall to be
;ble to compete. It started out with 1.7, a 1.85, and then .
•Q at the end of three years. All 5 institutions turned this

.l64
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down flat.
What we are doing -- we are corning down and some
of the other institutions are corning up.
STEGER I was just wondering if five might not have more
success in pulling one down than one would have in pulling
five up.
DAUB I don't know what you feel about the institutions
who are also members of this Conference, but I imagine we
have some people in this room who are graduates of one of
fuese institutions ...
STEGER

I didn't say a word.

POPEJOY You want to remember that our past rules would
permit partic i pati on by a student with below a C average if
the Counc i l felt it was a justifiable case and there were
many marg i nal approvals on that basis. I believe the Faculty
Committee took the position that a student eligible to continue
in t h e program of the University, without any question of
probation, should be eligible for athletics under the terms
of that previous statement. Before I leave the podium, I
would lik e to say to you that the rules passed in 1952
provided that students in all student activities should
maintain the 2. average, except that it gave the Athletic
Council authority to make waivers in the case of athletic
participation. We h ave found from actual experience that
to enforce this c average rule on all student activities
would require a tremendous addition to the administrative
staff and I suppose as a result of that -- and I say this as
an opinion only without making a single check, but I am
positive I am right -- that we have not lived up to the C
average rule for student activity generally.
The point about five institutions bring one down seems
to have some value, arithmetically.
I will say this, however,
that I recall at the last meeting the presidents had in
Denver, on the issue of w~ther or not we should raise t h e
average from 1.4 to 1.5, the vote was 5 to 1 to do it. In
other words there was only one institution who still wanted
the 1.4 average.
I also believe it is correct to say that
the rules as now constituted in t h is proposal will surely
not go down as long as the presidents and faculty representatives have the position they do in the formulation of these
Polic i es.
our thought here is that the University, like
other institutions in the Conference, has sane difficulty
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explaining two sets of athletic rules to people interested
in attending the University. There have been times in the
past when students have been ineligible under our own
rules and eligible under Conference rules, and in some
cases eligible under our own rules and ineligible under
Conference rules. It is this disparity, this difference,
which has led the faculty representatives and presidents,
and particularly your own President, to bring the Conference
rules into line, as nearly as we could, with our own probationary requirements, recognizing the fact that students
must necessarily progress in order to stay in school. The
attrition rate is high in the case of enrollments to degreegranting institutions because of the rules adopted byte
faculty for admission into those colleges. To me this is
the greatest protection for qualitative fitness in the
athletic program. With these points in mind we tried to
resolve the issues.
COUNTRYMAN Then if a man stays off probation in this
school, is there any danger of his becoming ineligible under
these standards?
POPEJOY

Yes.

COUNTRYMAN He still could become ineligible even
though he was in good standing here?
POPEJOY
of hours.
12?

Yes, he might not carry a sufficient number

COUNTRYMAN

POPEJOY

Yes.

COUNTRYMAN
Probation •.•
POPEJOY

That would be because he carried less than

If he carries 12 hours and stays off

He has to pass all the Conference regulations.

COUNTRYMAN

Oh, I see.

· the University College
DAUB One instance: A student in
H
at th
t
has a 1 4 average.
e
w
e end of the second semes er .
. • C llege but he
ou1a not be on probation in the university o
Would b e 1.neligible.
.
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COUNTRYMAN Back to the student who goes on probation,
is the first difference this: That formerly he would have
to petition the Council for a waiver and now he looks to
the scales to see whether he remains eligible?
DAUB The Registrar's office will take care of w ether
a student meets these requirements or not.
COUNTRYMAN The scolastic requirement table ends at
the end of 9 semesters. I assume an athlete is ineligible
after 9 semesters?
DAUB He is only allowed a maximum of five years.
Five years, no matter. For example, a student who has been
here five years can no longer go out for athletics.
POPEJOY Another limitation, as you know, is that h
can play only three years in most of our sports, and thi
has to take place within a five year period.
PROFESSOR McDANIEL
no longer applies?

Do I understand that the waiver

POPEJOY The purpose would be to ask the faculty to
adopt the Western Athletic Conference rules as our own
athletic rules.
DAUB That is true. The waiver policy no longer
applies. If a student is ineligible by these regulations,
there is no possibility of granting a waiver because the
question is not allowed.
POPEJOY In that connection, I believe it is fair to
s~y that the Athletic council has not enjoyed this responsibility. Is this a modest statement or not?
DAUB

That's right.

SWIHART I move that Rule 4 be amended to require,
in addition, that a student may not be on probation.
VERNON
DAUB

Second.
I feel if this is done we will probably lose

five to one in trying to put this through in t ne Con f erence.
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Another reason this is unfair to our institution is that
the probation rules at the six institutions vary. A student
might be on probation at this institution with a certain
grade point average and might not be at one of the other
institutions with that same grade point average. For this
reason it was felt that probationary status was not a good
criterion of whether a student should be able to participate. Now, another point about this, too. Supposing a
stud nt, if we had this probation regulation, had done C
work throughout his school tenure and at the end of his
sixth semester he has dropped down to 1.98 in one of the
degree granting colleges. He will automatically go on
probation in that college. Suppose we have another student
who starts at 1.5 and is up to 1.85 at the end of his sixth
semester and is not on probation in a degree granting
college.
I feel that it is not right that the student
with a 1.98 average should not be allowed to participate
where the one with the 1.85 can.
SWIHART Certainly the theory behind putting a man
on probation is that he is doing poorer work. The arguments you make relatesto putting the schools on a par in
terms of winning ball games. I am not sure that should
be the faculty's interest here. The interest we should
have here is in maintaining the idea that if the student
is in poor standing, or not in good standing in the University, he needs to have his time to work on his studies
so he will be in good standing. That is the issue.
DAUB Your point there about having the time to work
on studies -- the student who is on probation at this
University cannot be forced to study by the faculty and
this student might just as well spend this time participating for one of our intercollegiate athletic teams as
carousing around town at night and still not doing his
studying. There is no way you can guarantee that by
taking the right to participate away you are going to
force him to study.
SWIHART That's right. There is absolutely nothing
We can do to force the student to study, but insofar as
time goes, he is not going to spend it in practice or out
of town at ball games. He is not going to spend his time
doing that.
That means he is free, at least, to use his
OWn time to work on his studies.
Certainly there is
nothing we can do to force him, but there are some things
We can do to afford him the opportunity -- to make the way
easier for him.

-----
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DAUB Two years ago we tried to put through a regulation that a student be allowed to participate in intercollegiate athletics provided he was not on probation,
and the faculty was divided fifty-fifty and, after two
hours of arguing, we finally dispensed with it. As a
matter of fact, the meeting adjourned and that issue has
never come up again. I do feel that a student who has a
good standing all of the way through and does slip -- and
it only takes a 2 hour course of D if he has been a flat
C student to put him on probation the 6th or 7th semester
I think this is rendering a hardship on this student,
whereas another who starts out poorly and is making this
gradual progress we are talking about would not be on
probation.
PROFESSOR RIED {Assuming the Chair)

Dr. Huber?

HUBER I would like to make a couple of observations
on points raised by Professor Swihart. I can't see any
merit in the University doing something which the evidence
would not support has any merit, or results in serving the
students' interests. The evidence that we have in the
University College would indicate, to begin with, that
the number of students who would fall into this situation
of falling onto probation after having done well is
extremely small. The number is extremely small. Furthermore, if the student is permitted to participate, you will
find they do have study halls to try and assist, and the
students do much better during the semesters they do
participate than in the semesters they do not. We have
also run this one down. Consequently I can't see that
denying participation is the answer if you want more work
out of them when the evidence indicates that these are
the semesters they do the best work.
RIED

Dr. Hendrickson?

PROFESSOR HENDRICKSON I would like to second that
conunent. My experience has been, relying on the students
I have had in class who were football players, they
invariably do better in the fall and make one grade higher
in the fall than they do in the spring. I think they
Probably budget their time better.
MEMBER Question.
{The question was called for by
three members of the Faculty.)
RIED

Is there any further discussion on Professor

Swihart's motion?

J,

"
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MEMBER

Question.

PROFESSOR RIEBSOMER It has been made clear that
members of the University have made a reasonable effort
to get concurrence among a group of six schools. I think
if we burden people further with having to gain concurrence with another five schools, I think we will really
see we will not be able to engage in this Conference.
It isn't perhaps a matter of life or death, but it seems
comparatively unreasonable to argue over this very narrow
category. I don't have any great fear. Should some of
these people need to take another semester after they
are ineligible for athletics, I can't grieve over that.
PROFESSOR McRAE I don't know whether this motion
is in order at all. I feel that we can ask the representative to go back and suggest an amendment, but I don't
think we can amend the regulations. We can vote the
whole thing in or out, or ask the representative to
seek amendment, but I don't think, in effect, we can
amend.
SWIHART As I understood the comment by the prior
holder of the Chair, what we were doing here was adopt ing
a policy for this University and the point was it would,
if we adopt this, coincide with its adoption by the
Conference, but that the motion on the floor was to
adopt for this University this policy which is also the
Policy of the Conference; therefore, my motion to amend
Rule 4 is a motion to amend a set of rules which has
been brought before us for consideration.
RIED Are we ready for a vote on the proposed amendment to Professor Daub's motion?
MEMBER

Question.

MEMBER

Question .

.t

RIED

All those in favor, say

FACULTY

RIED

aye.

II

Aye.

No?

FACULTY

RIE D
cussi on?

II

No.

The "no• s" have it.

Is the re any further dis-

• I
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PROFESSOR SEIDLER
MEMBER

Question.

MEMBER

Question.

I move the original motion.

RIED There as been a call for the question.
favor of Professor Daub' s motion, say "aye.

Those in

11

FACULTY

Aye.

RIED The "aye's" have it. We are ready for retirement. The next item on the agenda is the report of the
Retirement and Insurance Committee. Dr. Duncan.
PROFESSOR DUNCAN Mr. President, and members of the
Faculty: During t e academic year 1961-62, the Committee
on Insurance and Retirement has devoted attention to the
following matters:
(1) Increased group casualty insurance;
~2) A review of our major medical health program; (3) An
increase in the amounts of group 1 ife insurance; ( 4)
:nsurance against loss of income; (5) Tax-sheltered annuities.
.
The faculty will recall that our present group life
insurance program includes casualty insurance, that is,
accidental death and dismemberment, according to salary
bracket up to a maximum of $10,000 for annual salaries of
$5 ,000 or more. our intention at first was to consider
travel insurance only, since an increasing number of the
~aculty is involved in official travel. But as we got
into the subject, it appeared that, because of the nature
of the risk, insurance companies can provide coverage at
a relatively modest premium if they can write it for a
few million dollars on a given group. We have at present
a proposal from one company whose premium rate is set at
$. 72 per year for each $1000 of coverage.
It is the hope of the committee that if the faculty
wants this kind of insurance you will sign the sheet for
;hat purpose attached to the agenda for this meeting a~d
eturn it promptly to Mr. Durrie or to me by campus mail.

We should like to inaugurate this progr~.by Ju~y l,
1962 and hope to persuade the University a~inistr~tion to
bear as much of the cost of the premium as is permitted by
law.

Report of
Committee on
Retirement &
Insurance

-
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The Committee received one proposal concerning the major
medical health program but its coverage was below that provided by our present plan and the premiums were higher.
Blue Cross has asked for statistics preparatory to
making a new proposal and we anticipate hearing from them.
(Their last proposal was less favorable than our TIAA
contract.)
The returns from the questionnaire sent to the faculty
in March indicate that only 28 members wished their group
life insurance increased by 50% and only 9 members who
wanted an increase of 100%. We have a proposal for increasing our life'insurance coverage to a maximum of
$40,000 for those whose salaries are $12,000 or more,
with equal amounts for accidental death and dismemberment.
The premium proposed is somewhat more favorable than the
present one a n d I have been informed that probably a rate
almost as favorable would be available for an increase of
50% above our present coverages. The Committee will take
the matter up again in the Fall and if you reflect on the
matter, I hope you will let us know what your desires are.
The replies on the questionnaire relating to protection against loss of income do not suggest any overwhelming
compulsion for this kind of insurance. Twelve members wanted
to guarantee a minimum of $200 per month against loss on
account of sickness and 19 wanted a guarantee of 50% of
income in case o f illness. On the other hand, 33 said they
did not want any insurance in this category. It should be
mentioned in this connection that we are protected to a
limited extent by the disability retirement provisions o f
our New Mexico Educational Retirement Act as well as by
similar provisions of the Social Security Law.
At its last meeting the Educational Retirement Board
passed a resolution that tax-sheltered annuities should have
retirement contributions made on them when they are purchased for members in lieu of regular salary. This rule
Permits the amount of such annual annuities to be used
in calc lating •the retirement benefit without possible
detriment to the retirement fund. Members interested in
these annuities may wish to make their views known to the
Committee.
Are there any questions?
MEMBER Did you inquire about a provision for insurance
While traveling on University business?

1~,

.

'

.
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DUNCAN Yes, sir, we did. The company proposes a
casualty program much like the ones I have described
except, on the basis of the information we gave them,
namely, that 151 people traveled and were reimbursed
for it by the University in the previous fiscal year
-- on the basis of those statistics we were o f fered a
contract which would provide such a policy at $50,000
which would amount to seven something per person, but
we don't know how to allocate the cost of that. If
the University could bear the entire cost of the premium,
fine, but it is difficult to decide who should pay the
premium on that basis.
Is there any chance the TIAA rates might
I understood they made quite a profit this

VERNON

be reduced?
year .

DUNCAN It is more likely that the TIAA rates
will increase as medical costs increase.
DEAN FITZ The reason I asked the initial question
was I was thinking that, for travel, the faculty might
make a group out of the people traveling, then we can
purchase $7,000, $10,000 or less each up to a total of
$50,000 worth of insurance.
DUNCAN Yes, the insurance people indicated that i f
enough people traveled in a group on official travel, but
there would be only perhaps four at a time, you see. That
is . ..
FITZ

Yes, I see, that is a very small group.

PROFESSOR PAPCSY Would you elaborate on the limits
of the amount the University can contribute?
DUNCAN By state law they may not participate in
excess of 20%.
PAPCSY

Would this also include tax-sheltered annui-

ties?
DUNCAN Tax-sheltered annuities are another problem
ana are not insurance in that same sense, but I f eel
certain the state law would permit purchase of tax-sheltered
annuities in lieu o t salary for members who wish it.

5/15/62, p. 24

PROFESSOR UDIS
20% level?

Is the Univ r ity cur

nt y

DUNCAN On the life insuranc
pect it is not . Does anyone kn ?
the dividends in question in o con
insurance program may show that th un·v
is carrying somewhat less than 20% of th

I

VERNON At the last session of
behalf of the State AAUP, I draft d
20% waived and I had a great d al o
the bill introduced . Everyon
m
grab on the treasury . If we can g
have the University pay it all th r
If the University pays it th re
out to about $15 per year for
save that much even though i t ·
I didn't get any place. It
didn't grab a committee. I w·11
I think the same result will com
ny
Ch

r

RIED Thank you , Dr. Dunc n.
items anyone has?
If no,
entertain a motion to adJourn.

m

Adjournment, 5 : 17 p . m.
ctfully
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
May 7, 1962

To:
From:

All Members of the Faculty

w. w.

Hill, Chairman of the Policy Committee

The Colleges of Education, Engineering, and Fine Arts have propos d
certain changes in those parts of the University's appointment and
promotional policy which pertain to their colleges. These proposals
have been approved by the Policy committee and are now presented to
the faculty for approval.
CollEge of Education:

(page 5 of present policy statement as rev
d
and approved by the Faculty on March 19, 1957)
Present statement

The degree of Doctor of Education or Doctor of Philosophy is
considered evidence of professional attainment and competence.
Proposed statement
Each of the following is considered evidence of professional
attainment and competence:
The degree of Doctor of Education or Doctor of Philosophy.

.i:.

l

u

The degree of Master of science, Arts, or Education, plus a
substantial amount of appropriate experience in school work.
.
Under very special conditions, a Bachelor's ~egree and sue~ combinations of qualifications --experience, professional leadership,
Productivity, and research -- as are essential for the.successful
conduct of the work of an accredited college of education.
(page 5 of present policy statement as
.£21,lege of Engineering: revised and approved by the Faculty on
March 19, 1957)
present statement
Ea c h of the following J.·s consi'dered evidence of professional
atta·inrnent and competence:
.
by Doctor of science, or Doctor
The degree of Doctor of Philosop '
of Engineering.

p

I ';• ';

") ~ I - · '
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Proposed Changes in Appointment and Promotional Policy

The degree of Master of Science, Master of Engineering, or
Mas ter of Architecture, plus registration as Professional Engin er
or Architect.
The degree of Bachelor of science in Engineering, Bachelor of
Engineering, or Bachelor of Architecture, and such combination o
quali fications as experience, professional interests, productivi y,
and such research as is essential for successful conduct of he work
in an accredited engineering school.
NOTE : Usually the work of an engineer incorporates either d s gn,
deve lopment, construction, supervision, or research. The resul
of the above work may take the form of reports, designs, and
cations, as well as of publications or lectures bearing on ng
r1n
research. Again, the work of an engineer may consist of
rv c
n
expert witness or adviser for a client. Reports, designs, nd
c fica tions, or data for commissions are usually of a confid n i l
nature and are seldom published.

'· .

Proposed statement

,:

Each of the following is considered evidence of prof

9

on l

att ainment
·
and competence:
The degree of Doctor of Philosophy, Doctor of sci nc 'or Doc or
of Engineering.
The degree of Master of science or Master of Engineer ng, plu
registration as a Professional Engineer; or such combination of .
qualifications as experience, profes sional interests, productivi y,
ana research as is deemed essential for the successful conduct of a
accredi ted engineering school.
NOTE
.
·
rates either des gn,
:
Usually
the
work
of
an
engineer
incorpo
deve1
. .
research. The resu 1 s o
opment, construction ' supervision, ort
the ab
desi· gns an d p ci f icat·
ove work may take the form of repor s,
. '
ions , as well as of publications or lectures bearing on£ engine ing
resea
.
ay consist o serv ce
m Reports, designs, and
an exrch. Again ' the work of an engineer
.
t
1
pert witness or adviser for a c ien ·
d
1
specifications or data for commissions are usually of
con i n

nat ure and are ' seldom published.

1 r·
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Proposed Changes in Appointment and Promotional Policy
College of Fine Arts:

(page 5 of present policy statement as revised
and approved by the Faculty on March 19, 1957)
Present statement

In the fields of art history and music history -- the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy or the equivalent in scholarly qualities and
attainments.
In the creative and interpretive fields -- that a faculty member's
contributions are recognized by professionals in his field to be of
high quality and indicative of growth. This implies a sufficient
amount of professional training or experience to qualify the member
for personal creative or interpretive activity of the same caliber
and frequency as that expected from scholars of this rank in any field
Proposed statement
The following is considered evidence of professional attainment
•f
and competence:
I
I
H

-r •

1

In the fields of history of art, 1architecture, and music, the
degree of Doctor of Philosophy or its equivalent.
In the creative and interpretive field/ professional training_
and experience sufficient to qualify the member for personal creative
or interpretive activity of the same caliber and frequency as that
expected from scholars of this rank in any field, these contributions
to be recognized by professionals in the field as of high quality
and indicative of growth.

-
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NE~ MEXICO
Ma y 7, 1962
To :
From :

All

1embers of the Faculty

Guido H. Da ub, Chairman of the Athle t ic counci l

Sub j ect :

Proposal t o Adopt western Athletic con fer ence
Eligibil ity Rules at University of New Me xico

As yo u k no w, the Un i versity of New Mexico wi l l b ecome a member of the
new We stern Athle t i c c o nference on July 1, 1962. For the past year
r e pre s e ntatives from the six institutions compri s i ng this Conference
have bee n working o n a code for the conference .
With s i x differe nt institutions involved in the development of such
a c ode compromis e s have had to be made and the r u les governing
e lig ibility to c ompete and eligibility for a grant-in-aid do represent
compromise s b y the i nstitutions . For exampl e , these eligibility rules
will rep rese n t a "decrease" for eligibilit y s tandards at the University
of New e x i c o b ut an "increase" in eligibility s t andards at Arizona
State Un iversi t y and the University of Arizona.
At our me e tings s ome of the rules were adopt e d by a majority vote in
which I was vo t i ng on the negative side. I doub t if we can find six
institut ions i n the country who could all agree unanimously on a
given set o f rul e s governing intercollegiate a t h l e t i cs .
The .A. C. regulations governing eligibil i t y for athletic grants-inaid and part i cipation in intercollegiate ath l e t i c s have recently been
appro ve d by the Policy committee and the Admin is t r ative committee.
The attached s h e ets contain only a small po rt io n of these regulations.
However, I f eel that these are t h e rules of s pecia l interest to the
Faculty i n that they pertain to the schol a stic re qu i rements for
eligibil i ty t o compete and to receive grants- in- a i d .
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PART THREE
REGULATIONS
section II
Rules of Eligibility
A.

Any person representing any member institution in any athletic
contest (varsity or freshman) must comply with the following
eligibility rules.
Rule 1.

Status

He must be a bona fide student regularly enrolled for at least
twelve (12) semester or quarter hours in the institution. Any
deficiency or remedial course required and taught by the institution even though it carries no credit in the student's curric ulum may be counted to fulfill the twelve (12) hour requireme nt.
If a student drops below twelve (12) semester or quarter hours
he is immediately ineligible.
Rule 2.

Residence

He must have been in residence three quarters or two semesters
prior to the quarter or semester of his first varsity partic ipation.
(See rule 14 for freshman participation on varsity teams.
Rule 3.

Registration and Attendance

He must have registered not later than the second week of the
quarter or semester in which he participates. Admission and
retention standards as announced in official publications,
shall apply to all students, athletes and non-athletes alike.
All admission procedures shall be handled by the regu l ar
admissions officers and committees of the institution.
Rule 4.*

scholastic Requirement

a.
In order for a student to be eligible for intercollegiate
competition he shall be enrolled in an academic program leading
to a recognized degree, and shall be making normal progress ,
both quantitatively and qualitatively. A student to become
eligible for intercollegiate athletic participation shall
comply with the following cumulative gradepoint r equirements
based on a 4-point grading system with 1-D, 2-C, 3-B, and 4-A.

*to become effective for all student athletes of member institutio n s
as of July 1, 1963.

----

1.5 -- at the end of two quarters or one semester with a
minimum of 22 quarter hours or 10 semester hours
of credit.
1.5 -- at the end of three quarters or two semesters with
a minimum of 36 quarter hours or 24 semester hours
of credit.
1.7 -- at the end of six quarters or four semesters with
a minimum of 72 quarter hours or 48 semester hours
of credit.
1.85 - at the end of nine quarters or six semesters
with a minimum of 108 quarter hours or 72 semester
hours of credit. Any remaining competition will
be determined in accordance with the scholastic
Requirement Table.*
Grades of E or F (failing grades) received during the freshman
or sophomore years will not be computed in grade-point averages
at such time as the courses are repeated and credit earned in
those courses.
The grade-point average of each student athlete shall be computed at the end of each quarter or semester.
It will be
necessary for a student to maintain the established requirement
each quarter or semester until the next standard takes precedence.
It is the responsibility of each member institution to
provide an eligibility check for athletic participation of every
athlete at the end of each grading period.
If a student fails to maintain the established standard as set
forth he will be ineligible for competition until he does attain
the required cumulative average for that particular quarter or
semester of athletic competition.
b.
Extension, and correspondence credits accepted by an institution may be used by an athlete to fulfill the requirements o f
this rule provided that in correspondence or extension work
only, credit and grades completed prior to the opening date o f
the quarter or semester for which eligibility is being determine<
shall count.

* NOTE 1:
See table on following page.
In case the grading plan is
not on the basis of weighted points, translations of this rule and
applications thereof shall be as close to the foregoing as may be

Possible.
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Rule 14 .

Limitat i o n of Participat ion

student shall not p a rtic ipate in any o ne varsity sport more
than three separate s easo ns, except in swimmi ng , wrestl i ng,
gymnastics, track, golf, tennis and cross country.

A

A freshman who participates on varsity teams i n the above spo rt s
shall be eligible for s uch partic i pation on January 1 o f his
freshman year.
However, to be eligib le on January 1 of his
freshman year, he must have been regularly registered in his
institution not later than the fall registration . Any freshman
entering at mid- ye a r prio r to the fall cross country may be
eligible .
Participa tion in any part of an athletic contest
shall be conside r ed a s o ne season o f participation in that spor t
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The Retirement and Insurance Committee requests that those faculty
members who are interested in the additional personal accident
insurance outlined below sign this slip and hand it to John ourrie
at the May 15th faculty meeting or send the slip by campus mail to
Professor Robert M. Duncan, 113 Ortega Hall.

The additional personal accident insurance would give
accidental death and dismemberment insurance on a 24hour coverage basis (e.g., the insurance would cover
auto and plane accidents, etc., whether on university
business or not) . The benefits would be set up in
$50,000 or $100,000 amounts. we estimate the cost per
month for $50,000 of personal accident insurance would
be $3.00 (and double that amount for $100,000).
(We
will need 80 members in the group if all choose $50,000
in benefits or less members if some choose the $100,000
coverage.)
Please check the amount of coverage in which you would be interested:

$50,000
$100,000

~~~~-

(name)

